The problem of the relation of time taken for learning to amount retained, is divided into three problems: "1. The relation of time taken for learning to amount directly retained. "2. The relation of time taken for learning to duration (permanence of retention) of the material retained.
The last is really the basis of the other four." But this is either using "imagination" in an erroneous sense, or else is a mistake, because the ability to have images is prerequisite to any memory at all.
The problem of the relation of time taken for learning to amount retained, is divided into three problems: "1. The relation of time taken for learning to amount directly retained. "2. The relation of time taken for learning to duration (permanence of retention) of the material retained. (102) "3. The relation of either of these to the method used in the memorizing."
All three are touched upon in the book, but most of the experiments concern the third.
The materials used were digits, nonsense syllables, words, poetry, and passages of prose. The methods were varied to suit the purpose of the experiments, and an account of them would be out of place here. In fact, it is impossible to write an adequate review of the book in any reasonable space. The conclusions alone would take several pages of this magazine. They relate to all the problems involved in the general study of memory.
The materials, the methods of procedure, the subjects tested, and all the details of the experiments are clearly and fully explained. 
